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Kr. c, nor so Bush, Director 11/26/76 

CIA Rt. 12, Frederick, Md. 21701 

Washington, D.C. 20505 

Dear Kr* Busk, 

Thin letter la prompted by the d©n Kessler story is thin morning's Washington Past 
and what it neoas of the CIA violations of ay rights under FOIA/PA. 

X have a aunber of requests ponding aiaoo 1971* Thsra has been so reeponsa to Boat 
of ay upoala. All requests ars long past your ova olaiaed- aadi largely moauf ao tured- 
backlog. Action oh no appeal has bean co.apl«ted, not even oa the on e becaua* of your 
noa-compliaRCo with toy 1971 request. Your record Is of virtually total nou-coapliaaee. 

Tour stonewalling oa ay requests for everything oa the JFK as asaluHtloa ana everything 
oa or about Lao Harvey Oswald lad so to fils separate requests for individual items of 
evidence ao you could process them aore expeditiously. With oh® request almost six year 
old and aot complied with I think you caa understand ay position and the totality of the 
proof provided by the CIA t<at it dies not oonfow to the requirement of the Act, of due 
diligence and good faith. 

When I filed the separate request for all records of all surveillances oa Dae Harvey 
Oswald the CIA responded that this is included in an earlier request. I then said I went 
It processed separately because I dp act want to wait until that distant time when your 
functionaries complete their review of all the filss. The law give you ao such right. 

This narrower request wan subject to prompt compliance. What' was lacking wan the CIA's 
willingness. What was controlling was and is its determination not to live within the Aot 
and Its intent to nullify the Act by staking it unworkable. Therefore there has been ao 
coapliance with this one of several Borrower requests. 

There has not bean any question of aational security or of the disclosing of confi- 
dential sources or arouse methods. The fact of ell of this kind of surveillance has loug 
be«n public, as has the identification of tloce who aided you in these endeavors. 

Now the Post has been given oh sa exclusive bania what I asked for under the Aot and 
was not given. I wan not even -siren a reason for your refusal to abide by the Act, Spurious 
’ as the CIA's allegations usual are I was not given ay on a phoney one. This has been very 
damaging to mo. Ia the course of this at leant one former CIA person, by the neat remarkable 
of coincidences the one who in leading your "defense," hao boon all over TV and radio in 
elaborate details. No.; this in the kind of think the CIA has assured courts have to be leapt 
secret Ik the interest of "national security." So 1 think you faea a. problem of enforce- 
ment. This man Moms to have violated the law as you interpret the law and his oath to CIA. 
That it serves CIA's interests is not material. 

David Phillips, os the Feat managed aot to report, was CIA station chief when Lee 
Kerrey Oswald was ia Hexioo City. 

Although 70 U have done it you should not investigate} ths press. However, you do have 
a statutory respoBsibility under which 1 demand a full iavwutigalioa of this Matter of you 
and a report upon its completion, if you do not agree to. do this 1 then call upon you to 
retract • v<,ry allocation, in court and elsewhere, that Information hen to b» denied ao 
because you have this statutory responsibility. You meat your re possibilities under that 
Aot or you Ao aot. It gives you no lic-inco to chose; what you will end will act do jwder it. 

Because of this Washington Post atory I ask for imrediat* and separate compliance with 

those requests that were denied and from the materials of which this story la written. I do 
hops that after this atory and its coaot~to-co»at attention I will not b« crested with 
your U’v.isl hokum. I would like to \ovr, that nt sono point there will ba some decent oo-.oern 
la your establishment, son* cense of shtuse over ouch conduct and wholesale illegalities. 

If you recall the way Braudei® put it, tills kind of conduct does more to undermine 
the national than anything you do con do to secure it. 


Glace rely, Harold i/eiaberg 


